Introduction
In the past ten years the European Far Right has scored notable electoral victories in Scandinavia, Austria, Italy, the Low Countries, Switzerland, France, Portugal and elsewhere. There are many reasons why the Far Right has improved its electoral performance in domestic European elections. However, the one common denominator shared by this disparate group of political parties is a harsh stance against asylum seekers and refugees. On the face of it, the situation is paradoxical: There were two great surges of refugees and asylum seekers in the1990s. The first occurred during the war in Croatia and Bosnia (1992) (1993) ) and the second took place during the upsurge of violence and ethnic cleansing in Kosovo (1998 Kosovo ( -1999 . However, due to a series of bilateral, intergovernmental and EU policies, it has been increasingly difficult for forced migrants to seek refuge in Europe. 1 The number of persons seeking asylum in the EU in 1992 was 675,460 and in 2001 this number had dropped to 384,530. The treatment of refugees using the UNHCR guidelines, the abolition of the death penalty and a more expansive welfare state have been placed forward as a West
European model of liberal democracy, which in recent decades has been contrasted to its American ally across the Atlantic. Since September 11 th , tensions over the possible extradition of terrorist suspects from Europe to the USA, who might face the death penalty, have underscored these differences. The UNHCR can still rely on the European Union to defend the sanctity of the Geneva Convention, both publicly and in documents, but there are manifest contradictions between the drive to securitise European Union immigration policy and demands to deepen elements of freedom and justice in the proposed 'Area of Freedom, Security and Justice'. Turning the immigration issue into a security issue plays into the hands of the Far Right, which the European Union has publicly denounced in the recent controversies over the political colour of an Austrian government. 3 But failure to deal with fears may lead to greater insecurity and increased support for the Far Right in Europe.
This paper will illustrate in a most relevant and painful way the paradoxes of European liberal democracy. The argument is approached by firstly examining the extent to which the rise of the Far or Populist Right has pressurised the European Union into becoming more intolerant, and then it proceeds to examine to what extent the threat of terrorism has undermined the liberal democratic consensus (outlined above). The argument is therefore pitched at two levels: the effects of domestic politics on the Migration illustrates the precarious balance between the power of global and regional regimes and that of nation states. Freedom of movement for the purposes of business, study and tourism has become established throughout the world under rules sustained through international agreements. There is an international convention on rights to humanitarian protection for victims of war and oppression. Populists. Some of these parties embraced neo-liberalism at home and abroad: others were rather more critical of it. Some of these parties endorsed the EU, but most were critics. What they all shared however was a core ideology that vigorously criticised multi-cultural society. They all demanded strict assimilation for migrants to a homogenised national culture. They advocated a 'welfare state chauvinism', namely, a welfare state for the assimilated and lesser forms of assistance for other residents of their country. And these core values were melded together by a policy of strict restriction of migration and the right of asylum in their country. 22 Thus the charismatic leader embodied the 'common sense' of the average, forgotten citizen, who had been an alien in his own land. The use of direct tele-visual democracy, earthy language and referenda were seen as a way to circumvent the special interests that had prevented the message of the 'real' people from being heard. But if the restriction of migration and the right of asylum was the common factor shared by all of these parties, the measured effects on policy in any given country varied.
A direct influence can be detected in countries where a Far or Populist Right party has joined a coalition or whose votes were needed by a coalition in order to stay in power. 23 The most spectacular case was the Danish People's Party, where although it remained outside of power, the Centre-Right coalition enacted legislation that In order to avoid the annoying opposition of national courts, other more liberal ministries and NGOs law and order officials employed the mechanism of supranational venues to avoid prying eyes. 36 As has been recently argued, 'Trevi provided a 'security' frame into which migration issues were inserted when they rose up the political 
